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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 8/7/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Regarding claims 1 , 4, 6, and 10, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The 
prior art of record teaches encrypting data and applications (see Truong, column 3, lines 
13-16, lines 22-26, and lines 34-41). It is believed that when Truong teaches "decoding 
algorithms in encrypted form", Truong, in the parlance of the other art, is teaching 
decryption algorithms in encrypted form. Furthermore, in the combination, Truong 
teaches encrypting/decrypting programs, and this is believed to read on 
encrypting/decrypting the decoder (i.e. audio codec), which is used to decode the 
unencrypted audio. It should also be clear that the combination teaches 
encrypted/decrypted audio, or data. 

2. The dependent claims 2, 3, 5, 7, and 9 are rejected for the same reasons as 
stated above and with respect to the rejections with respect to 35 USC 103 and 1 12 in 
the following. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of tlie invention, and of the manner and process of 
malting and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-7, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
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matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The independent claims 1, 4, 6, and 
10 appear to seek protection for new matter. Specifically, they seek protection for 
"using a security code... to generate a decryption program", wherein the generating 
step was not described. The generating step is thought to convey to one of ordinary 
skill in the art broader concepts then merely decrypting, whereas the specification has 
only disclosed "using the security code [to decrypt a decryption program]" (see figure 3, 
step 118 and p. 8, lines 9-10). The dependent claims 2, 3, 5, 7, and 9 are rejected 
because they depend from the independent claims incorporating new matter. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-7, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being Indefinite for falling to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

7. Claim 1 is amended to read "using a security code... to generate a decryption 
program", wherein the specification does not teach generation of a decryption program. 
The term generation appears to be broader than the disclosed "decryption of a 
decryption program" (see figure 3, step 118 and p. 8, lines 9-10). 

8. Claims 4, 6, and 10 are amended similarly to claim 1 and are rejected for the 
same reasons. 
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9. Claims 2, 3, 5, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 USC 112, because they depend 
from claims 1 , 4, and/or 6. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 1-7 and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kaganas, Cho et al. (USPN 7,324,974), and Truong (hereinafter Kaganas, Cho, 
and Truong, respectively). 

12. Regarding claim 1, in a handheld audio playback device, Kaganas teaches a 
method for playing back an audio data file, the audio data file being encoded in 
accordance with a selected one of a plurality of encoding formats, the method 
comprising the steps of: 

identifying a selected audio data file in response to a user input (column 2, lines 1 0-1 8, 

column 5, lines 4-14, and figure 1); 

identifying a decoder file associated with the selected audio data file, the decoder file comprising 
a decoding program to control a decoding function of a digital signal processor (column 2, lines 35- 
62, column 5, line 65 - column 6, line 18, and column 6, lines 46-51); 

transferring the selected audio data file and the associated decoder file to the digital signal 
processor, wherein the selected audio data file and the associated decoder file are both stored in a single 
removable data storage device coupled to the handheld audio playback device (column 6, lines 11- 
33); 

using a security code associated with the handheld audio playback device to generate a 
decryption program: 

decrypting the associated decoder file using the decryption program: 

decrypting the selected audio data file using the decryption program: 

decoding the selected audio data file in accordance with the decoder file in the digital signal 
processor (column 6, lines 18-30); and 
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providing the decoded audio data file to an output device (column 5, lines 31 -36). 

Kaganas teaches a unique identification associated with a single removable data 
storage device. They teach decoder files, or programs, associated with different music 
(column 6, lines 11-18, and lines 46-51) and determining a unique identification 
associated with the removable data storage device coupled to the handheld audio 
playback device (column 4, lines 55-60). However, they do not teach the steps of 
generating a decryption program using a security code and decrypting the associated 
decoder and audio files using a generated decryption program. 

Cho teaches an encryption method for protecting copyrighted audio files 
(abstract and figures 1-3). Specifically, Cho teaches decrypting the audio file using a 
decryption algorithm or program (see column 5, lines 54-57). It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
teachings of Kaganas and Cho for the purpose of protecting data files in transit from a 
host computer to a client computer (column 2, lines 30-40). However, neither Kaganas 
nor Cho teach encrypting or decrypting the associated decoder and decryption program. 

Truong teaches a system for controlling access to information (column 1 , lines 
59-63). The teachings include securing a recording medium (Kaganas teaches a 
memory card, or MMC card) using a unique identification (column 3, lines 22-32), which 
is used to encrypt the audio (Cho, column 4, lines 22-40). The recording medium 
contains data (Kaganas teaches an audio data file) and/or applications (Kaganas 
teaches programs, or decoder files and Cho also teaches programs, or decoders and 
algorithms), and decoding these from encrypted form (Truong, column 3, lines 10-16 
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and line 26). Truong teaches that the security table, which includes various decoding 
algorithms, is used to create the encoded information (column 3, line 26 and lines 34- 
36). The decoding utilizes the unique identification specific to the recording medium to 
decode the data (column 4, lines 24-58). The unique encrypted signature is based on 
information on the recorded medium (column 4, lines 44-45) and the keys associated 
with decrypting the associated data and programs are also based on values found in a 
security table (column 3, lines 25-26 and lines 34-36). This reads on "using a security 
code associated with the handheld audio playback device to generate a decryption 
program", wherein the unique identification, as taught by Cho, is associated with a 
storage medium to create an encrypted signature (Cho, column 4, lines 10-21). 
Furthermore it would have been obvious at the time by one of ordinary skill to encrypt 
the algorithm and decoder files to protect copyrights (implied that the various keys are 
used to encode/decode the various data and/or applications; see Truong, column 3, 
lines 1 3-1 6 and column 4, lines 6-1 0). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the teachings of Kaganas, Cho, and Truong for the purpose of 
copy protection (column 1 , lines 9-1 2). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention can appreciate that the protection of decoding programs and audio data files 
is more secure when different keys are used to protect the programs and files 
individually. 

1 3. Regarding claim 2, the further limitation of claim 1 , see Kaganas 

... further comprising the step of reading a configuration file that associates each one of a plurality of 
audio data files with a particular one of a plurality of decoder files, and the identifying the decoder file step 
comprises identifying the decoder file using the configuration file. 
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Kaganas teaches the use of a plurality of codecs, and it is inherent that a codec is 
associated with a file format. Kaganas also teaches the use of an operating system for 
a plurality of uses, wherein they teach the use of Windows 95® when discussing e-mail 
and other communication features (column 3, lines 28-34). Popular operating systems 
maintain a list of programs associated with file types, such as ASCII text files. It is 
inherent that an operating system used for playback on the system of Kaganas 
maintains a configuration file regarding the association of codecs and audio data files. 

14. Regarding claim 3, the further limitation of claim 2, see Kaganas 

... wherein the removable data storage device is a solid state data storage device, (column 7, lines 
44-52) 

Kaganas teaches the use of solid state removable media. 

15. Regarding claim 4, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 1 . 
Kaganas teaches a user input means (figure 1 , unit 44), data input means (figure 1 , unit 
37), a digital signal processor (figure 1, unit 31), and a micro-controller with these 
features (figure 1, unit 32 and column 2, lines 10-13). The combination of Kaganas, 
Cho, and Truong teach the amended features. 

16. Regarding claim 5, the further limitation of claim 4, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 3. Kaganas teaches the use of a solid-state data storage device 
that is removable. 

17. Regarding claim 6, see the preceding argument with respect to claims 4 and 5. 
The combination of Kaganas, Cho, and Truong teaches a portable audio playback 
system with these features. 
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18. Regarding claim 7, tlie further limitation of claim 6, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 5. Kaganas teaches a removable solid-state storage device. 

19. Regarding claim 9, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 2. 
Kaganas inherently teaches the use of configuration files with codec-file associations. 

20. Regarding claim 10, see the preceding argument with respect to claim 1 . The 
combination of Kaganas, Cho, and Truong teach these features. 



Conclusion 

21 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL R. SELLERS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7528. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 9am to 
5:30pm. 



Application/Control Number: 10/030,766 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2614 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (571)272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Daniel R. Sellers/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



/CURTIS KUNTZ/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



